
October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons CommlsSlon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

EX PARTE On U T E  FILE0 

RECEIVED 
NOV 1 3 2003 

Dear Mlchael Copps, ~~rmnl~ lmn,c~mmbtm 
m d h ~  

I am wrltlng to vclce my oppaoltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology (or dlgnal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I reel strongly that such a poky would be bad lor Innovatlan, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or D N  

A robuSt, competltbe market for consumer electronlcr mu* be rooted In manuhlcturen' abllny to Innovate ror thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo9 M veto features b( DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new product3 they can create Thla wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and could result In me belng charged more money ror ln7erlorfunctlonaltty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcest flag mandata I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll nat pay more Tor devlcea that llmn my rlghta at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor dlgtta televlslon. Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely 

Dank O'Cannell 
22 HOIIOW Tree Lane 
Monroe, CT 06468 
USA 



rsge rD-32 Em, Xi128 103 5413023099 . 
__ 

EX 
October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

NOV 1 3  2003 . oy 
I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digltal television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlll enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S 1 ncere 1 y 

Robert Lyons 
14925 Cinchring Drive 
Poway. CA 92064 
USA 
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NOV 1 3  2003 
October 2 8 .  2003 F & d  Comr8wnlcamn, CunmldDn 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Otneedalem EX PARTE 03 LbITE FILEI) 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be had far innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

k robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Peter Winokur 
976 Longridge Road 
Oakland CA 94610 
USA 
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445 12th Streek NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mxhael Copps, 

I m wntmg to voice my opposiuon to any FCC-mandated adopuon of "broadcnst flag' technology for &ptd  
telemsion. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongly that such a poLcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

-4 robust, compeuuve market for consumer elecuomcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
rheic customers. Allowing mowe s ~ d i o s  to veto fenturer of DTV-recepaon equipmentwll enable the smdios to 
tell technoloprtr what new products they can create. This 4 result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actudly want, and it could result in me bang chvged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues L brondcnst flag mandate, I would ncctudy be less kkely to mpke an ivesknent m DTV-capable 
recavers and other equipment. I w d  not pay more for devices that h u t  my nghts at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for +tal telcmnon. "lank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Stevm Disheiff 
16809 Bradgate Ct. 
Dahs,  TX 75248 
USA 
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445 12h Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

near Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to  volce my oppostlon to any FCCmendated adoptlon of "brOadcBSt flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

If the FCC bsues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less Ilkely to make an lnvcstmsnt In DTV-Capable recelvers 
and Other equlpment I Wlll not pay more lar devices that limn my rlghtr at the behest of HollywPod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal CClevlSlon Thank you for your tlmc 

Slncerely. 

Mark Marshall 
2901 E 2nd St t1140 
Newberg. OR 97132 
USA 
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NOV 1 3  2003 

October 27, 2003 

C o m s r i o n c r  Mchael J. C o p s  
Federll Cornmumcanons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m w n m g  to voice my oppositton to any FCC-mandated adoptton of "broadcast flag" technology for dtgtd 
telewston. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongly that such a pohcywould be bnd for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compcnhve market for consumer elcctromcr must be rooted m mmufacturcrr' ability to innovate for 
thm Customers. AUoMng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment will enable the s t u d m s  to 
tell technologists what new products they c m  create. ? h i s  4 result m products that don't necesrnaly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and It could result m m e  being charged more money for infenor 
Functtonahty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acctudy be less likely to m& an mvesment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipmmt. I ML1 not pay more for devices that lurut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. Thank you for your tune. 

Smcerely, 

Daniel Winckler 
3414 Broidrvay #2 
Astona, NY 11106 
USA 



October 22, 2003 

Commissioner Wchael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcahons Comnusiion 
445 12th Streeb NW 
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  wnmg to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcmt flng" technology for &gd 
relevlaon. As a consumer 2nd atizm, I feel strongly that such a poLcy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmite adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve mnrket for consumer clcctromcs must be rooted m mmufacturcrr' aMty to innovate for 
thar customers. Allovnngmome stl ldos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment d enable the studor to 
tell technologsta what new products they CM create. Tlus wll result UI products that don't necessdy  reflect 
what consumers like me acmdy wmt, and i t  could result m me bang chargad more money for mfenor 
funcuondty. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment m DTL-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for denccs that l m t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollyood. 
Pleise do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtal television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Dand Hedglin 
2211 Larch St  SE 
Lacey, WA 98503 
USA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicahonr Commssion 
445 12th StreeS NW 
Warhmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnmg ta voice my opposmon to my FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fl@ technology for &ptd 
television. A3 a consumer and ahzen. I feel strongly that such P polrcy would be bnd for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the dhmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuuve muket for consumer e lec t ro~~cs  must be rooted m mmufacturcrs' ability to innovate for 
thmc customers. Allowingmome stu&or to veto fanturer of D"-recephon equipment d ennble the rrtudos to 
tell technologpts what n w  products they CM create. I 3 1 5  wll result m products that  don't necessady reflect 
what consumers hke me actudy want, ond It could rasult m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
funchonhty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to m&e an investment m DTV-capable 
recmveri and other equipment. I wll not pay more for dencer that l m t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd  telension. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Michael Bnngmann 
9500 W. Parmer Lane 
Apt. 1823 
Aushn, TX 76717 
USA 



Brad Tollefson 
PO B o x  1731 
Crested Butte. CO 81224 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Fedzral Comnimcatlons Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Conmissioner Michael J. Copps 

Thoiisairls of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoptmil of a 
"lxoatlcast Hag". 1 a m  writing to join them As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am tumble to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outside its 
propr role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systrnls 
that consuniers nitst we in order to watchdigital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, aclopuon of the broadcast flag will harm inovation. Many users of open-source s o h a r e  are 
coniputer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their coninbutions and constdm 
innovation is what makes open-source soflware able to compete in the marketplace 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-sotnce implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodiilators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers frommnovating in field of digtat 
conmiiuucations techniques tisal by television. 

Most Americans asstmied that when television kcanit: digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
telrbision proprmmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways constmiers air 
able to watch TV, consiuners will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television. 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the dlgtal television transition by opposing adoption of the. broadcast flag. 

Sincere1 y, 

Brad Tollefson 

1 



Beth Littlejohn 
2273 Country Club Drive 
Conyers, GA 30013 

Commissioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Commtmcations Comnussion 
4/15 12th Street. NW 
Washilgton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Ciimnussioner Mchael J. Copps 

As a bioatlcast television viewer and constuner of electronics and computer products. I luge the Fetleral 
Conmltmcations Comnussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadwst flag." I anlouuaged that the FU:  
would considei a regulatlon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watchng tliptal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ahility to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
soflware on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friendntlh 

Ftuthernmre. if computers cannot freely receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovauve devices like TiVo, Replay'IV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because rhey  
were hwlt to open standards using mexpensive. off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If'the move to digtal television does not make the public's viewing experience nmre enJoyable. flexible. and 
excitmp. what axupelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television eqwpn~ent'? A prenler 
pictue is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consurner electrolucs and computer 
equipnlent. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge youto pronmte the digital television 
ti-ansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

AS a Teacher, I frequently used segments of television shows and commercials in my classroom to spark 
discussion. Removal of the ability to tape will hamper my classroom efforts. 

Please Leave Things As They Are... 

Beth Littlejohn 

Sincerely, 

Beth Littlejohn 

1 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J.  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 1 am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television, 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switchng to and 
buying digital television eqlupment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switchng doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays. and finding room for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hnder the transihon by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
3re more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addthon, i am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. 1 can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie. send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to dlgital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enJoyable. 
flexible. and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equ~pment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television I 
urge you to promote the digital transihon by opposing the broadcast flag 

Si ncerel y. 

DI- Jason Cardona 
9786 W Morraine Ave 
Littleton, C O  80127 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael  I, Copps 
445  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast televislon, electronics, and computer  products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adopt ion o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way  I en joy  television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion rel ies on convincing consumers of t h e  benef i ts  o f  switching t o  
and buying digi ta l  television equipment .  That  t ransi t ion will be fa r  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean  dlscardlng m y  exist lng home network,  buying new h igh-  
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for ye t  another  device in m y  living r o o m  Please do no t  
allow the  MPAA and i ts all ies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  a re  m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  additlon, I a m  very concerned about  t h e  falr-use lmpllcatlons o f  t h e  broadcast flag. Wi th  
today 's  technology, I can b e  m o r e  than  a passive recipient o f  con ten t  -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of n/ a n d  splice it i n to  a 
h o m e  movie; send a n  emai l  clip of m y  child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relat ive; o r  record a 
TV p rog ram onto a DVD a n d  play It a t  m y  f r iend 'sapar tment .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove  th ls  contro l  and f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  dlgital televlsion does n o t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equ ipment?  A pre t t ie r  TV pic ture Is hard ly  enough  reason fo r  m e  t o  dispense w i th  a l l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and computer  equipment .  As a citizen a n d  consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  p romote  t h e  digi ta l  transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Doug Van Cleve 
151  1 W. Bart let t  Way 
Chandler, AZ 85248  
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael I, Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrlct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another devlce in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allles to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impllcatlons of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digltal equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Crook 
2331 Abeyta Ct .  
Loveland, CO 80538 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televislon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the benefits o f  switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existinq home network, buying new htgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impllcatlons of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems deslgned t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

If  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digitai 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Van Camp 
830 Boysen Apt.# 1 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405 



Thursday. October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
btiying dlg~tal television equipment. That transition wll be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if witching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and findng room for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In xiditioii I ani very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie: send an e m a l  clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
tlemble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television 1 
urge you to promote the digital iransition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

(h-eg Shepler 
921 Westview St. 
Cleveland, WI 53015 



Martin Jewel 

Po Box 2481 
Mesa. AZ 85214 

546 s country Club 

Comssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Comndssioner Mchael J. Copps 

As a broadcast television viewer and comumer of elecironics andcomputer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote AGAINST the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the 
FCC would even consider a regulation that clearly would restrict the way I enjoy television We need fewer 
regulations and less government mtervenrion in our lives. Government was not established to protect the 
interests of any Industry, but to protect the wants and needs of the people. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me from watchng dlgtal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will resinct my 
ability to move the video I have recoded for p e r ~ 0 ~ 1  viewing from room-to-room and place-to-place. 
Further, It opens the door for even more undesirable government intervention in the design and use of 
hardware. software and services. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip ofa high school football game to farmly and friends 

Ftuthemre, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC. which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive. off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitmg what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and compuiter 
equipment. 

Let the movie indumy deal with the problem as a fact of life in a dynamic, technology-oriented 
consumerdriven market. Ifthat means that there will be fewer movies on the over-theair channels, so hz I t  

As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the congressionally-mdated digital 
television transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Martm Jewel 

1 



'Thursday, October 30 2003 

Conimissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumerS of the benefits of switchng to and 
buying digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as  a consumer 
ifswttchmg doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, cl ipa small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an emad clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my fnends apartment. The broadcast flag Seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

lf the move to digital televisiondoes not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
Hexlble. and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment'? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
cotisunier electronics and computer eqlupment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Joe Lecher 
E13765 Dan Mar Court 
Met-nniac, WI 53561 
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T l ~ ~ s d a y .  October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4. FACSIMILE 

Dear C'oinmlssioner Copps, 

,As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
ii  broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

l 'he dlgital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and  finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and  less valuable. 

In addition, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
lechnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
chi ld 's  football game to a dlstant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason d o  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier T V  
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition bv 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

R Frank Register 
4109 Azalea Dr. 
Morehead City, NC 28557 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televislon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -. I can modify, create, and partinpate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Tidwell 
11 95 South Tidwell RD 
Bon Aqua, TN 37025 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

To Whom It May Concern, 

The FCC i s  about t o  undertake an action that  w i l l  have significant repercussions for many years to come. 
That said, as an informed and technologically savvy U.S. consumer, I urge you to  not approve the use of a 
"broadcast flag" or other similiar means by the various media outlets who have sought this measure. 

Instead I ask that you take the matter under advisement, pay for an independent study, request the GAO 
to  look a t  the potential economic impacts, and provide t ime for additional public comment. 

Thank you for your time. 

Respectfully. 

Eldon R. Smith 111 

Sincerely, 

Eldon Smith 
7671 Stana Court 
Lorton. V A  22079 
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Ttwday, October 28 2003 

Commissioner Michael J.  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electromcs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coinmumcanons Commission to vote. against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of s w i t h n g  to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition wll be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switchmg doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hnder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am veryconcerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an e m a l  clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV prograni 
onto a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flembility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
klexlble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer eqmpment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urse you to promote the digital transinon by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

D. Powell Britt 
621 The Tiny Kingdom Road 
Remlap, AL 35133 



Tuesday, October 28 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of Tv. electronics. and computers, I urge the FCC to vote against the adoption of a 
"broadcast flag I am gravely concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict my freedon to enjoy 
television 

The long awaited digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to 
and buying digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if 
switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and 
finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder 
the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag Today I can be more 
than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can record TV to watch later, clip 
a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a 
distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag 
seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment 

As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing 
the broadcast flag 

Thank you 

Randy Reeder 

Sincerely, 

Randy Reeder 
713 27th Ave 
Seattle, WA 98122 
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Tuesday, October 28 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I' I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network. buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TVand splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Ken Thomases 
1421 W 143rd S t ,  #323 
Burnsville, MN 55306 



Tuesday, October 28 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A S  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrlct the way I enjoy televislon. 

The digital television transition relies on convlndng consumers o f  the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existlng home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding r w m  
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow theMPAA and its allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us b y  speclal-purpose DTV devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece o f  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enloy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. Serve the Public, Not Hollywoodlll l! l l l l l l I I I I I I!!! 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Clinton Loyd SR 
3630westport dr ST Charles 
Saint Charles. MO 63303 



2003-IC-28 20 49 22 (GMT) 16506181679 From To Page 1 o f 1  

Tuesday, October 28 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
++j 12th Street, N W  
iVashington, I)C 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

.4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely concerned that 
ii broadcast !kg regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies o n  convincing consumem of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding rooin 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us  buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch Inter; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie: send an emeil clip of my 
chilcl's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this controland flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling r e s o n  do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier T V  
picture is ha rdy  enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Zarli Petersen 
620 lombard, apt west 
Clarence, IA 52216 


